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slaughter. Reg. v. Lockley, 4 Fost. & F. 155 ; Rex. v. Thompson, 1 
Moody C. C. 80; State v. Scheele, 57 Conn. 307. 

Insurance — Life Insurance — Execution of Insured for Crime. — 
McCue v. N. W. Mut. Life Ins. Co., 167 Fed. 435. — Held, that as the laws 
of Wisconsin govern in this case the rule laid down by the Wisconsin 
courts must be followed and so the fact that the insured was executed 
for a crime did not bar a recovery on the policy by his heirs, where it 
contained no provision excluding such risk. Waddill, Dist. J., dissenting. 

The courts are about evenly divided on this point. Some hold that 
the legal execution of the insured for a crime committed by him is no 
defense to a suit for his policy in the absence of any provision of the 
policy exempting the company from liability in that event. Collins v. 
Metro. Ins. Co., 232 111. 37. While others hold that where the insured has 
been convicted and executed for his crime the beneficiaries cannot recover 
on the insurance policy. Burt v. Union Cent. Ins. Co., 187 U. S. 362. 
Public policy will not permit a recovery by heirs through wrong of in- 
sured. Schreiner v. High Court, 35 111. App. 576. But it is stated that 
the liability of the insurer is not avoided on the ground of public policy 
by the fact, that the insured is executed for a crime. Greenhood on 
Public Policy, pp. I, 2. 

Master and Servant — Identity of Employer — Independent Con- 
tractor. — Bowie v. Coffin Valve Co., 86 N. E. 914 (Mass.). — Held, that 
unless an employee knew he was working for an independent contractor no 
relation of employer and employee existed between the employee and the 
contractor, since he could not be transferred from one employer to another 
without his consent, expressly given or implied. 

The general rule in these cases seems to be that he who agrees 
to furnish the completed work through servants over whom he retains 
control is responsible for their negligence in the conduct of it. Standard 
Oil Co. v. Anderson, 81 C. C. A. 399; Higgins v. Western U. T. Co., 156 
N. Y. 75. And the mere fact that a contractor's servant is sent to do 
work pointed out to him by the owner will not make him a servant of 
the owner. Driscoll v. Towle, 181 Mass. 416; neither will the owner's 
right to inspect the work, Pack v. N. Y., 4 Seld. 222 (N. Y.) ; nor pay- 
ment of wages by the owner, The Harold, 21 Fed. Rep. 428; nor the 
fact that the contractor's servants and the master's servants are engaged 
in a common employment, Morgan v. Smith, 159 Mass. 570. But a gen- 
eral servant of one person may, for a particular occasion, become the 
servant of another, Delaware L. & W. Ry Co. v. Hardy, 59 N. J. L. 3s ; 
and for the particular employment he is the servant of the other, Hasty 
v. Sears, 157 Mass. 123. Though in all cases it seems the servant must 
consent to the transfer and accept the other person as his master. Ward 
v. New England Fibre Co., 154 Mass. 419. 

Master and Servant — Injuries to Third Parties — Independent 
Contractor — Liability of Employer — Blasting. — Kendall v. Johnson, 



